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SHALL be cenſured by many perſons for 
taking this public notice of an anon, 
and eſpecially a periodical publication; and what 
I hope to ſhew is, indeed, in #ſelf, unworthy ot 
any notice. But a wiſe man will conſider things 
not ſo much as they are in themſelves, as ac- 
cording to their power of doing good or harm. 
Now it cannot be denied that the Monthly Re- 
view is, in general, a reſpectable publication of 
its kind ; and from the credit which it has ac- 
quired it has conſiderable influence; ſo that as 
nothing is exempt from plauſible miſ-repreſen- 
tation, any writer has it in his power, with this 
advantage, materially to hurt the credit, and 
impede the ſale of the moſt valuable pro- 
ductions. 


I am ſenſible that a writer beſt conſults his 
dignity by keeping filence on theſe occaſions, 
and his regard for truth may be ſatisfied by 
correcting in a ſubſequent edition the errors of 
a former one. But my object, I hope, is not 
reputation (I write a great deal too much for 
that) but the careful inveſtigation, and the moſt 
effectual propagation of truth; and for this pur- 
poſe, I am willing to lay hold of every fair op- 
portunity of bringing it _ and again before 


the public, 
Fl a 2 I ſhall 


jr. PREFACE 


I ſhall even rejoice in my own) miſtakes and 
overſights, if if they ſhould be the means of draw- 
ing more attention to any valuable ſubject of 
inquiry. Every perſon who writes on any ſide 
of the queſtion helps to keep up that attention, 
 anil by this means the truth will, in the enqh 
be a gainer. This, however, is the firſt, and it 
will probably be the laſt time that (if 1 be now 
a wrong) 11 ſhall offend. IQ this way. | 


51 4 not bon without Gmilar provocicien | 
to take the ſame method of redreſs before: but 
beſides that the objects were of leſs conſequence, 
the Now but ſure deciſion of time (notwithſtand- 
ing the Reviewer had the advantage of the 
popular clamour againſt me) has done me ſuf- 
. ficient juſtice. - My Hiſtory of the Corruptions of 
Chriſtianity being, in my own opinion, as well as 
that of my friends, of more value than moſt of 
my other publications, this piece of juſtice was 
thought to be due to it in preference to any of 
the reſt; and the knowledge and ability of the 
preſent Reviewer makes him a much more formi- 
dable, and thereſore a more reſpectable antagoniſt. 


The manner in which this review of my work 
is conducted, muſt neceſſarily give a very unfa- 
vourable idea of it to thoſe who have no other 
ſource of information concerning it. They muſt 
think it to be not only full of the groſſeſt blun - 
ders, but even calculated to deceive the reader. 
It is, moreover, written in a zone that cannot fail 


to impoſe vpon many. I know that it has = 
0, 


PREP ACE. v. 
Þ6, ind I am likewiſe well aware that the injury I 
have received does not admit of any adequate re- 
Ureſs; fince for one perſon who will ſee my de- 
fence, a hundred will ſee the actuſation only. 
But E ſhall have done my duty with teſpect to the 
publicꝭ and to a work that was ſincerely intended 
to be uſeful to them, by endeavouring to exhibit 
to the r ta whom I may have acceſs, how little 
there ſometimes is in the moſt ſpecious and the 
moſt arrogant reviews of books. This may alſo 
put them on their guard with reſpe& to ſimilar 
reviews of other works; and the judgment of the 
impartial ſe may, at lengthy © influence the * 


—_—— "9; : 


© My Eriticiſer fecling the tg of ki few: 
ation, may avail bimſelf of it, and reply in the 
ſame plauſible and inſufficient manner. How- 
ever, having done thus much, I think I may be 
excuſed from proceeding any farther in this way 
and for the future content myſelf with correcting 
any real overſights which this, or any other wri- 
ter, ſhall ronvince me that I have made. This 
I ſhall certainly do the firſt proper opportunity 
and for this, I am confident, the public, _ 
Whoa! I * it, will — me credit. 


As 1 naked this remonlifantt under ſo great 
diſadvantage, I think I may require, that if my 
critic ſhould not chuſe to meet me on even 
ground; that is; in a ſeparate pamphlet, he 


mould, at leaſt, give his name; and indeed he 
| a 4 has 


nu. BEREPFASC 8. 
has virtually 1 to do ſo,” by ſaying}, * If 
& Dr, Prieſtley. can fairly acquit himſelf of every 
« charge. of: miſ-conſtruftion, and - miſtake,” we 
te will acknowledge the injuſtice - of theſe - ani- 
e mad verſions. And if we are convicted of 
« miſ-conſtruction, miſ-repreſentation, or miſ- 
de take, we will kiſs the rod.“ For it is quib- 
ling with the public to talk of kifing the rod, 
and at the ſame time intending to remain an- 
onymous. And I think. be will hardly ſay, 
after reading my reply, and-recrimination, that 
he has been guilty of no miſconſtruction, xs miſ- 
repreſentation, 10 miſtake; not to ſay that exag- 
geration of real errors requires acknowledgment, 
as well as miſrepreſentations and miſtakes. In 
all theſe reſpects, I chajenge my critic: n 
ingenuous as myſelf. | 


It may be ſaid that I ought, at leaſt; to have 

waited till the review of my work was cloſed. 
But I do not know when that will be; and be- 
fides the Reviewer has ſaid 1, . We hall, in an- 
ec other article, give a general review of Dr. 
te Prieſtley's work, and leave animadverſtons to 
te others.” 1 chuſe, therefore according to the 
good old adage (of which I am ſeldom unmind- 


ful) not to leave that to the morrow which may 


as well be done to day. 


What I advance in this publication is merely | 
in my own defence, and without the Jeaſt inten- 


+ P. 525. JP. 526. | ; 
| tion 


NR EN AAN vis 
tion of hurting the Monthly Review. But 1 
muſt obſerye, in general, that repeated mifrepre- 
ſentations of works in which the public ſhall here- 
after diſcern real merit, notwithſtanding ſuch at- 
tempts to overbear it, will neceſſarily bring any 
publication of the kind into diſcredit with men 
of. ſenſe had. cindove. SY 


I will venture to ſay that no ew of any extent 
will bear to be treated as this of mine has been, 
viz, by exhibiting its ſuppoſed defects enly, with- 
out mentioning any one thing with reſpect to ita 
ohje&, or execution, that is praiſeworthy, or even 
right. Had my Hiftory of Elericity been re- 
viewed in the ſame captious manner, it might 
have been with the ſame effect. I do not charge 
this writer with any want of learning or ability. 
In thoſe reſpects he may be much my ſuperior, 
but with a want of that candour without which = 
there can be no true judgment of the real value 
of any work of man. And we have no angel. ei. 
ther to write books, or to review them. 


The reader will alſo, I hope, conſider, that over- 
ſig hes and miſtakes which are venial in the com- 
viler of a large ſyſtematical work, are unpardon- 
able in one who voluntarily ſteps forth with no 
other view than to criticiſe and giſcredir it. 


This buſineſs will not, I hope, be without 
ſome advantage; as beſides the Adgitiona! Obſer- 
vations it has led me to make, relating to the 


ate of antient opinions concerning the perſon of 
| Chriſt 


i —— — roo — „ 
. 
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Chriſt in this pamphlet (and to which what therd 
is in it relating to myſelf, and my. own juſt dea 
ſende, bears but a ſmall proportion) :it may lead 
to a fuller diſcuſſion of the ſubjectu And I now 
profeſs, that in the ſame full and friendly man- 
ner in which I engaged: with Dr. Price on the 
ſubjects of Materialiſm and. Neceſſity, and with. the 
Biſhop of Waterford, on that of the Duration of 
our Saviour's miniſtry, 1 am ready to enter, with 


any perſon of learning and ability, upon the dif: 


cuſſion of the fate of opinions concerning Chriſt, an- 
tecetdint to tbe council of Nice. My preſent ideas 

on the ſubject are clearly expreſſed, p. 34 of 
this pamphlet; but I ſhall be ready to retract 
whatever I ſhall be ptoved to have advanced tod 
haſtily and inconſiderately, and I will - heartily 
join with my opponent in ſearching it to the 
bottom. I wiſh only for a fair and generous an- 
tagoniſt; and this for the ſake of keeping cloſe 


to "the! ſerious argument, in which alone the bom 


lic is intereſted, 


188 this kind of controverſial writing 
as of ſingular uſe, and I reflect upon my for- 
mer publications of this kind with much ſatis- 
faction, as containing as ſree and as ſull a diſ- 
euſſion of ſeveral important ſubjects as was evet 
given to the public. 


I am the more at liberty for this inveſtiga- 
tion as Mr, Gibbon has abſolutely declined to 
diſcuſs with me, as I propoſed to him, the bi/- 


torical evidences of Chriſtianity : and biſhop Hurd 
+ vm 
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has not thought proper to take any notice what- 
ever of what I addreſſed to him on the ſubject 


of the reſdrmation of church eftabliſhments. 


As I. find it has been ſuppoſed, much to 
my prejudice, that in my late ſituation I was 
engaged as a party writer, I ſhall' take this 
opportunity of ſaying, that I never wrote a 
political pamphler, or a political paragraph all 
the time that that connection ſubſiſted, nor was 
J ever requeſted ſo to do. It would have been 
a violation of the moſt eſſential article on which 
that connection was formed. © How, or why, 
it was diffolved, about which there have been 

many ſurmiſes, concerns no Perlogs but the 
parties themſelves. | 


FO July 21, 178 3 
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CORRECTIONS and ADDITIONS, &e, 


AVING given the beſt attention that I can to — 

ſeveral remarks which have been made on this 
work, I have not yet ſeen any reafon to make more than 
the following corrections and additions. It will be eafily . 
perceived that they are rather favourable than unfavour- 
able to my principal object. Had I been convinced of 
any other overſight, I ſhould with the ſame readineſs, have 
made the neceſſary alterations. 


V Oh I. 
P. 7,1. 11, After Nazareet, read, and it may be inferred 
from Origen, Epiphanius, and Euſebius, &c. 
P. 19, I. 2, After corrupted, add, and as theſe antient Uni- 
tarians are called Idiotæ (common and igno- 
rant people) by Tertullian, it is more na- 
tural to look for antient opinions among 
them, than among the learned, who are 
more apt to innovate. 
F. 19, 1. 6, For Succeſſor, read Predeceſſor. | 
L 10, Read, Juſtin Martyr, and Clemens, in whoſe 
ſecond and ſpurions epiſtle only it is to be 
found, and the ancient hymns, not now ex- 
tant, but in which, being poetical compo- 
ſitions, divinity was probably aſcribed to 
him in ſome figurative and qualified ſenſe. 
P. 55-1. 21, For a great part, read the greater part. N. B. 
This ſhews that the greater part of chriſt. 
ians in the time of Tertullian were Unita- 
rians, and exceedingly averſe to the doc- 
e of the Trinity, 
Ib. 1. 15, Dele, the pre-exiſtence of Chriſt | 
Ib. I. 26, Dele, is not quoted by Irenzus, and 
P. 216, I. 12, For our Lord, read the Lord. 


„ II. 

r. 11, 1. 10, Read, In this age the table on which it was 
celebrated was called the myſtical table, and 
Theophilus, to whom Jerom (if the epiſtle be 
genuine) writes, ſays that the very utenſils, &c. 
I ſhall be thankful for the notice of any other overſight, 
which, in a work of this extent, I did not expect to 
eſcape. See preface, P. 20. For this laſt correction I am 

obliged to the writer of the Critical Review, 


— — . — 
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N the preface to my late Hiſtory of tbe 
Corruptions of Chriſtianity, 1 obſerved *, 


that “ in a ſubje& ſo copious as this, I 
ct am far from ſuppoſing it probable that I have 
% made no miſtakes, notwitliſtanding I have uſed 
ce all the care and precaution that I could. If any 
te ſuch be pointed out to me, whether it be 
de by a friend or an enemy, I ſhall be glad to 
c avail myſelf of the intimation, in caſe there 
ce ſhould be a demand for a ſecond edition.“ 


I now fit down to fulfil this promiſe; evert 
before that demand- be made, that I may give 
the earlieſt proof of my attachment to truth, 
and of my readineſs to correct any overſight 
that I may have been guilty of. But thoſe 
which I have hitherto been convinced of 
are ſo very few, and ſo very inconſider- 
able (not in the leaſt affecting my main object, 


or any one poſition or argument of moment in 


it) that this early appearance ' before the 
public requires an apology, and this is 


two - fold : firſt, to anſwer ſome plauſi- 


ble charges of much greater errors and imper- 
ſections, but chiefly to take this opportunity 
of advancing ſome additional obſervations in ſup- 
port of one principal object in my work; which 
was to produce evidence in favour of the doc- 


„page 20, | 
A trine 
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trine of the proper and ſimple humanity of 
Chriſt having been the original belief of both 
the Jewiſh and Gentile churches. 


After an introduction calculated to turn P 
attempt into ridicule, the writer of the Monthly 
Review for June 1783, ſays, © Dr. Prieſtley's 


e own ſentiments on this ſubje&,” (meaning the 


Socinian Y are well known, and if repe- 
cc tition could enforce conviction, he would 


e Jong ere now, have ſeen the wiſhes of 


© his heart accompliſhed.” I do own that I 
have no wiſh nearer to my heart than 


this, ariſing from the fulleſt perſuaſion, that 


ſuch, and ſuch only, is the doctrine of the ſcrip- 
tures concerning Chriſt; that every thing that 
has been added to the primitive idea of the 
nature of Chriſt, has been derived from the vain 
imaginations of ſpeculative but inconſiderate 
men; who did not reflect that the proper glory 
of Chriſt is his being the meſſenger of God, 
ſpeaking and acting by him; and who by giv- 
ing him a divine and ſuper-angelic nature, have 


raiſed ſuch difficulties to the reception of the 
goſpel by Jews, Mahometans, and Heathens, 
as can never be removed but by going back 
to the primitive faith on this ſubject. 


Diſagreeable as this publication muſt, from 
the. nature of it, be to me, I rejoice that it 


os P, 516. 


gives 


— Chrif. 3 


Nes me another opportunity of bearing my 
teſtimony to the great and important truth of 
the proper humanity of Chriſt, commonly call- 
ed Socinianiſm, though I am far from conſider- 
ing myſelf as being what this writer calls me, 
its great advocate. There is another perſon 
who has borne .a very different, and a much 
more powerful kind of teſtimony to it, than any 
that I have done; and on this account I ſhall 
always honor him as the ir Socinian, and I 
will add one of the irt Chriſtians, of this age 
and country. 


I ſhall now proceed to mention all the miſ- 
takes with which I have been charged, and ſhall 
with great frankneſs plead guilty wherever I do 
not feel myſelf innocent. 


SEC T IOX I, 
Of the Nazarenes, Ebionites, and Alogi. 


AM told“, that “ Toland, the infidel, in 

* his Nazarenas ( ſo well anſwered by 

« Moſheim) has laboured to prove that the Na- 

« zarenes and Ebionites were the ſame claſs of 

ce chriſtians, and the true original believers in 
4c  Jetus". 


This piece of Toland's I do not recollect to 

have ſeen, nor have I ever met with Moſheim's 
: P. 516. | 

A 2 anſwer 
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anſwer to it; but the opinion of Mr. Toland 
that the Nazarenes and Ebionites were the ſame 
people, is. maintained by Le Clerc and other , 
eminent critics, ſo that few perſons at this time, 
have, I believe, much doubt on the ſubject. It 
muſt, I think, be right for this obvious reaſon, 
viz. that their peculiar opinions are repreſented 
by the moſt reſpectable authorities as the very 


Jame ; only ſome have thought that the Naza- 


renes believed. the miraculous conception, and 
the Ebionites not. But Epiphanius ſays“, he 
does not know whether the Nazarenes believed 
Chriſt to be a mere man, or to have had a 
miraculous conception; and the Ebionites are 
expreſsly deſcribed both by Origen and Euſebius 
as conſiſting of #wo ſorts, one of which held 
thar Chriſt was the ſon, of Joſeph and Mary, and 

the other that his conception was miraculous}. 
Epiphanius alſo expreſsly ſays , that Ebion, 
(whom he took to be the father of the 
Ebionites) held the ſame opinion with the 
Nazarenes. I alſo think it may be clearly in- 


ferred from . Jerom's Epiſtle to Auſtin &, that 
the Ebionites, the Minei, and the Nazarenes, 


f 


were all the ſame people. 


How then have I been ſo © precipitate,” 
as this writer ſays I have been, © in con- 


Hr. 29, Sec. 7, Opera, vol. 1, p. 123. 

+ See Origen contra Celſum, lib. 5, p. 272. In Matt. 
TraQ. 13, Cap. 20, Opera, vol. 2, p. 88, Euſebii Hitt. 
Feclef. lib. 3, Cap. 27, p. 121. 

t Hær. 30, Sect. 1, vol. 1, p. 125, 

$ Ep. 89, Tom. 1, p. 634. 

| « cluding 


” 


concerning Chriſt, 5 


ce elading that the Nazarenes and Ebionites t 


t were the ſame people?” He ſays, © we have 


«ſtrong reafon to ſuppoſe that the early mem- 
* bers of both ſects "differed conſiderably in 
« articles of faith.” I can only ſay that T 


ſhould be glad to ſee, and have an oppor- 
tunity of r this Arong 8 


This writer wiſhes to know in what part 
of Origen's works I find any mention of the 
Nazarenes. I anſwer that as he deferibes the 
opinions. of the Ebionites as being the ſame 
with thoſe which others aſcribe to the Naza- 
renes, he ſufficiently” appears to have had no 
idea of any difference between them; but I 
own I exprefſed myſelf rather incorre&ly, when 
I ſaid he acknowledged that there was no dif- 
ference between them. Tillemont ſays, that 


Origen ſeems to have confounded the two ' 


ſes , ſo that his expreſſion is "uy _ 
the ſame with my" Owe. 


No Pe I think, can reflect upon this 
ſubject with proper ſeriouſneſs, without thinking 
it a little extraordinary, that the Jewiſh chriſcians, 
in ſo early an age as they are ſpoken of, ſhould 
be acknowledged to believe nothing either of 
the divinity, or. even of the pre- exiſtence of 
Chriſt, if either of thoſe doctrines had been 
taught them by the apoſtles. Could they fo 


$ Memoires, vol. * P+ 192. 


A3 ſoon 
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ſoon have deſerted ſo. important an article of 
their faith, and ſo lately delivered 10 the Saints; 
and, having once believed Chriſt to be either 


the ſupreme God, or a ſuper-angelic ſpirit, 
have, contrary to the general propenſity of hu- 


man nature, which has always been to aggran- 
dize, rather than to degrade-a Lord and Maſ- 
ter ( becauſe it is, in fact, to aggrandize 
themſelves) come ſo generally, if not uni- 
verſally, to believe him to be nothing more 
than a mere man, and even Son of Joſeph 
and g | 


That the Alogi were thoſe Gentiles who held 
the ſame tenets with the Ebionites, or Naza- 
renes, among the Jews, is univerſally - acknow- 
ledged. Athanaſius: repreſents all the Jewiſh 
believers as -having held that Chriſt was only 
a man, and ſays that they drew the Gen- 
tiles into the ſame opinion; and this is men- 
tioned by him not in controverſy, but in- 
cidentally, though very much at large. It is, 
therefore, the more worchy of credit; and 


| eſpecially as he himſelf does not ſeem to 


have been aware of the very obvious infer- 
rence that may be drawn from his conceſſion. 
Accordingly, it is not denied that theſe Alogi 
were conſidered as part of the body of Gen- 
tile chriſtians, without having ever been ex- 
communicated ; ſo that it is plain that they 
were not deemed heretics, A heretic the a- 

: 8 poſtle 
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poſtle Paul ſays &, was to be rejefed after the 
firſt and ſecond admonition, and the early chriſt- 


ians were but too ready to uſe, and to ex- 
tend, any. direction of this kind, 


Let any perſon at all acquainted with the eager 
contentious ſpirit of thoſe times, and particularly 
the attention that was univerially given to every 
thing that ſavozgd of hereſy, think, whether it be 
at all hat if the majority of chriſtians 
in thoſe days had held the doctrine of the di- 

vinity, or ſuper-angelic nature of | Chriſt, they 

would: have ſuffered to continue in commu- 
nion with them, - perſons. who openly denied 
thoſe- favourite doctrines, and whoſe riſe and 
progreſs: they could eaſily trace. On the con- 
trary, theſe early Unitarian chriſtians were not 
only tolerated, but we find them mentioned 
with reſpect, and even apologies are made to 
them by thoſe who held the doctrine of the 
Frinity; which appears to have ſhocked theſe 
Unitarians very much. But the generality of 
theſe Unitarians were what Tertullian calls Idiotæ 
znlearned, and therefore we have none of their 
- complaints from themſelves. 


Fit. 3. 10. 
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of the inference 10 Hegeſippus. 


HAVE inferred from the ſilence of Hege- 

ſippus with reſpect to the Nazarenes or Ebi- 
onites, in his liſt of heretics, that he, being 2 
Jewiſh chriſtian, was one of them; and this 
is aſcribed by my critic +, to my ©: zeal 
« to ſupport a' ſyſtem at all hazards.” This 
however, I cannot help thinking to be highly 
probable. - He, being a Jewiſh chriſtian him- 
lf, could not but be well acquainted with 
the prevailing. opinions of the Jewiſh chriſtians, 
the moſt conſpicuous of which, it cannot be 
denied, was the opinion of Chriſt's being a 


mere man. Now, can it be ſuppoſed . that if 


he himſelf had been what is now called an 
orthodox chriſtjan, that is a Trinitarian, or even 
an Arian, he would have wholly omitted the 
mention of the Ebionites in any pretend- 
ed liſt of heretics of his time, had it been 
ever ſo ſhort. a ope, and this conſiſts of 
no leſs then eleven articles? Alſo, can it 
be ſuppoſed that Euſebius, who ſpeaks of the 
Ebionites with ſo much hatred and contempt, 
would have omitted to copy this article if it 
had been in the liſt; and yet my critic ſays, 
ff how do we know that the Ebionites were 


+ P. 520, 
« omitted, 


- 
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te omitted?” Their not being inſerted in the 
lift by ſuch a perſon as Euſebius, muſt, I think, 
ſatisfy any perſon, Who has no ſyſtem to ſup- 
port, with reſpect to this article. A ſtronger nega- 
tive argument can hardly be imagined. As to 
Hegeſippus himſelf, we muſt judge. of his 
feelings and conduct as we ſhould of thoſe of 
any perſon at this day in a fituation ſimilar 
to his. Now did any ſubſequent eccleſiaſtical 
hiſtorian, or did any modern divine of the or- 
thodox faith, ever omit Arians or Socinians, or 
names ſynonymous to them (who always were, 
and till are in the higheſt degree obnoxious 
to them) in a liſt of heretics} a 


Had the faith of the early chriſtians been 
either that Chriſt was true and very God, or 
a ſuper-angelic ſpirit, the maker of the world, 
and of all things viſible and inviſible under 
| God, and had Hegeſippus hunſelf retained 
that faith, while the generality, or only any 
conſiderable number of his countrymen had 
departed from it, it could not but have been 
upon bis mind, and have excited the ſame in- 
dignation that the opinions of the Arians and 
Socinians excite in the minds of thoſe who 
are called orthodox at this day. Nay, in his 
circumſtances, ſuch a defection from that im- 
portant article of faith in his own country- 
men, after having been ſo recently taught the 
contrary by the apoſtles themſelves, whole 
e they ſtill had with them, muſt have 
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excited a much greater degree of furprize. and 
indignation than a fimilar defection wauld have 
occaſioned in any other people, or in any later 
times. Ar. lr | Pr | 


_ Laſtly, Hegeſippus quoting the ſame goſpel 

that was in uſe among the Ebionites, might 
alſo have been alledged as a preſumption; that 
ke was one of 11 


My opponent ſays f, © Ir is as remark- 
tt able that Hegeſippus ſhould have omit- 
© ted the Cerinthians as the Ebionites.” How 
differently do we judge of things being re- 
markable, or extraordinary. I ſee nothing at 
all extraordinary in the omiſſion of the Cerin- 
thians in this liſt of heretics by Hegeſippus ; 

as they were only one branch of the Gnoſtics, 
Geri of whom are in his liſt; and it is not 
improbable that theſe Cerinthians having been 
one of the earlieſt branches might have been 
very inconſiderable, perhaps extinct in his 
tir>*; Ido not know that they are mentioned 
by any antient writer as exiſting ſo late as the 
time of Hegeſippus; and as they ſeem to 
have been pretty much confined to ſome parts 


of Afia Minor, and eſpecially Galatia, which 


was very remote from the ſeat of the Ebionites, 

they might never have extended ſo far; and 

therefore he might not have heard much about 
2 + P. 520. | | 

them 
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them. Whereas the Ebionites were at that 
very time in their full vigor, and though their 
opinions (being then almoſt univerfal in what was 
called the catholic church) had not begun to 
give offence, they were afterwards the object of 
the moſt. violent hatred to the other chriſtians, 
and continued to be ſo as long as they ſubſiſted. 


That Hegeſippus, though an Unitarian him- 

ſelf, ſhould ſpeak as he does of the ſtare of 
opinions in the ſeveral churches which he 
viſited, as then retaining the right faith, is, 
F think, very natural. The only hereſy that 
diſturbed the apoſtle John, and therefore 
other Jewiſh chriſtians in general, was that 
of the Gnoſtics; and almoſt ali the eleven 
different kinds of hereſies, enumerated by this 
writer are probably only diffcrent branches of 
that one great hereſy. If, therefore, the churches 
which he viſited were free from Gnoſticiſm, he 
would naturally ſay that they retained the 
right faith. For as to the doctrine of the 
perſonification of the Logos, held then by- Juſtin 
Martyr, and perhaps a few others, it was 
not, in its origin, ſo very alarming 2 thing ; 
and very probably this plain man had not at 
all conſidered its nature and tendency, 


He, as an Unitarian, believed that all the 
extraordinary power exerted by Chriſt was 
that of the Father reſiding in him, and 
ſpeaking and acting by him; and he might 

| imagine 
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imagine that theſe philoſophiſing (chriſtians, 
men of great name, and à credit to the cauſe, 
held in fact the ſame thing, when they ſaid 
that this Logos af { theirs was not the Logos 
of the Gnaſtics, but that of John the Evan- 
geliſt, or the wiſdom and power of God 
bimſelf. And though this might appear to him 
as a thing that he could not well under- 
ſtand, he might not think that there was 
any hereſy,; or much harm in it. Had he 
been told (but this he could only have had 
from inſpiration) that this ſpecious perſoniſi- 
cation of the divine Logos would, about two 
centuries afterwards, end in the doctrine of 
the perfect equality of the Son with the Father, 
this plain gone man MS haye been a little 
Aden. ern. 


1 wks Euſebius, — others, ſhould ſpeak of 
Hegeſippus with reſpe& (from which my cri- 
® tic argues, that he could not poſſibly 
have been an Ebionite,”) appears to me no- 
thing extraordinary, though it ſhould have been 
known to them that he was one; conſidering 
that they quote him only as an Hiſtorian; and 
ſuppoſing what is very probable, that he did 
not treat particularly of doctrinal matters, but 
confined himſelf to the acts of the apoſtles, 
and other hiſtorical circumſtances attending the 
propagation of the Goſpel; eſpecially as he 
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was 
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was the only hiſtorian of that age, and had 
always been held in eſteem. A man who is 
once in poſſeſſion of the general good opi- 
nion will not be cenſured lightly, eſpecially by 
fuch men as Euſebius. Can it be ſuppoſed alſo 
that Euſebius, in expreſsly quoting antient autho- 
rities againſt thoſe who held the opinion of the 
ſimple humanity of Chriſt, would not have cited 
_ Hegeſippus as well as Irenzus, Juſtin Martyr; 
and others, if he could have found any thing 
in him for his purpoſe? This may be con- 
ſidered as a proof that there was nothing in 
that work unfavourable to the doctrine of the 
Ebionites. A negative argument can hardly be 
ſtronger than this. 


My critic calls the argument for Hegeſip- 
pus being an Ebionite, from his omiſſion of 
the Ebionites in his liſt of Jewith heretics, © a 
te weak and impotent concluſion: and becauſe I 
inſert it in my Summary View of the evidence 
for the primitive chriſtians holding the doctrine 
of the ſimple humanity of Chriſt; he ſays, 
« We are ſorry to ſee a man of ſuch ſuperior 
ce qualifications reduced to an expedient ſo pre- 
© carious as this.” Let the reader attend to 
the conſiderations I have now urged, and ſay 
whoſe concluſion is weak and impotent, mine 
that Hegeſippus probably was. one, or his that 
he could not have been an Ebionite, I ſhall 
continue this argument in my ſummary view 
ull I fee much better reaſon tor diſplacing it. 


SECTION 
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$3 C T10N III. 


Of * may be inferred from Juſtin Martyr 
concerning the fate of opinions in his time. 


EY. critic. ſays t, 1 Our greateſt objec- 
7 tion lies againſt Dr. Prieſtley's re- 
&« preſentation of the opinion of Juſtin Martyr. 
« He firſt tranſlates a paſſage of that antient 
te father's writings in equivocal terms, and then 
tte draws a concluſion from it in direct oppoſition 
re to its original deſign. Nor ſtould I be pre- 
te yailed upon by ever ſo many „ mrs who 
« hold that opinion, This Juſtin is made to 
3 


Now I maintain that my tranſlation of the 
paſſage, though not literal, is juſt and not in the 
leaſt equivocal, and moreover it is, of the two, lefs 
favourable to my own purpoſe than his tranſlation, 
viz. the majority of Chriſtians; and therefore 1 
could not poſſibly mean to take any unfair method 
in drawing my concluſion, whether on the whole, 
it be well or il-founded. For certainly the 
phraſe ever ſo many, carries the mind beyond 
the 1dea of a bare majority, viz. as nearly as 
poſſible to the whole number, leaving as few 
as any perſon pleaſes for the ſom: perſons rm, 
who are oppoſed to the ever ſo many, or > 


* TACT, 
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Beſides the critic, by conſidering the whole 
ſentence as a concluſion from Juſtinf, miſ- 
takes the ground of my obſervation ; ima- 
gining it is wholly founded on the quotation 
from that writer, whereas it is in'part a probable 
opinion of my own. That the reader may judge 
for himſelf I ſhall here give the ſentence intire. 
de This language has all the appearance of an 
* apology for an opinion contrary to the general 
« and prevailing one; as that of the humanity 
« of Chriſt (at leaſt with the belief of the 
e miraculous conception) probably was in his 
re time.” The latter part of the ſentence is 
wholly my own; and not an inference 'from 
Joftin, and it is an opinion for which I ſhall 
foon give ſufficient reaſon. 


It is enough for me if I do not -miſrepreſent 
my author, by a wrong interpretation of his own 
words. As to the ground, or colour that there 
may be for my own obſervation, the reader muſt 
judge between us, and to this I have no ob- 
jection. And indeed I am fully fatisfied that 
the rw or ſome, of Juſtin Martyr were in fact, 
the 2g Or the majority, and I even think it 
not improbable, from the complexion of the 
ſentence, that Juſtin might be aware that it 
might be objected to him, that even the ma- 
jority of chriſtians held an opinion different 
from his; and that with a view to this, he 
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| ſaid that he ſhould not be WER by it 
OG! it Ros be ſo. > 


„Tertullian experſily 428 that it was nk pre- 
vailivg opinion fifty years after that, and it is 
well known that that doctrine kept loſing, and 
not gaining ground, f in all that period. Accord- 
ing to him, it was held by the idiotæ, the com- 
mon unlearned chriſtians, who he ſays, are al- 
ways the majority of believers (qua mayor ſem- 


per W 400 — ) 


| Beſides this direct teſtimony, the 45 i is 
highly probable from other conſiderations. If 
this had not been, at leaſt, a very general 
opinion, it can hardly be ſuppoſed that any 
writer would have ſpoken of it with ſo much 
tenderneſs and reſpe& as Juſtin has done, con- 
ſidering how very different it was from his 
own; opinion, for which I ſtill think that his 
language wears, a ſufficient appearance of an apo- 
logy. He alſo ſeems to intimate, ſome degree of 
doubt with reſpect to his opinion, when he 
ſays that © if he ſhould not be able to prove 
te the pre: exiſtence of Chriit, the doctrine of his 
15 Aab would not be affected by it.“ 
Why ſhould he provide this retreat, if he had 
no ſecret ſuſpicion of the ground on which 


he ſtood ? 


If we conſider the time in which Juſtin 
wrote, viz, about A. D. 140, that is about 
eighty 
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Eighty years after the time of the apoſtles, and 
compare with it the account that Athanaſius 
gives us of the ſtate of -opinions among the 
Jews and Gentiles in their time, we can hard- 
ly doubt (whether Juſtin Martyr confeſſes it 
or not) that the doctrine of the ſimple hu- 
manity of Chriſt mu/# have been the prevail- 
ing one in his time. Athanaſius ſays that the 
Jews, meaning the Jewiſh chriſtians were ſo 
fully perſuaded concerning the ſimple humanity 
of their Meſſiah, that the apoſtles did not 
chuſe to inform them, except in an indirect 
manner (of which he gives many inſtances) 
that Chriſt was any thing more than a man, 
and that the Gentiles were drawn by the 
Jews into the ſame opinion. 


Since, therefore, according to this moſt un- 
exceptionable account, as it was only an indi- 
rect evidence of the divine or ſuper-angelic 
nature of Chriſt that the Jewiſh chriſtians (by 
whom the goſpel was communicated ro the 
Gentiles) were ever favoured with; can it be 
thought probable, ſo highly averſe as the ac- 
count itſelf ſtates the Jews to have been to 
the idea of any ſuper-human nature in Chriſt, 
that they ſhould, by their own reaſoning alone 
on the ſubject, have generally abandoned their 
favourite doctrine, in ſo ſhort a time as fourſcore 
years? Or if, from ſome moſt unaccountable 
cavſe, and without any perſon of great authority 
to lead them into it (for no ſuch authority can we 
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trace) they ſhould have abandoned their original 
and favourite doctrine, is it, probable that 
they would have been ſo extremely active and 
ſucceſsful in the propagation of their new opini- 
on, and withall have found the Gentiles ſo very 
pliant, as to have been able to induce the 
generality of them to make the ſame change, 
when at the ſame time they are known to have 
had but little connexion, and indeed but little re- 
ſpect for each other? Is a period of eighty 
years a ſpace naturally ſufficient for theſe two 
fucceſſive changes? 


But if we take in another well anthenticated 
circumſtance, we ſhall be obliged to reduce 
this ſhort ſpace (too ſhort as it already is for 
the purpoſe) to one ſtill ſhorter. Hegeſippus, 
as explained by Valeſius, in his notes on Eu- 
febius's eccleſiaſtical hiſtory 1, ſays, that the 
church cf Jeruſalem continued a virgin, or 
free from hereſy, till the death of Simeon, who 
ſucceeded James the juſt, that is, till the: time 
of Trajan, or about the year 100, or perhaps 
110, for his reign began A. D. 98, and end- 
ed A. D. 117. Knowing, therefore; from other 
circumſtances what this purity of chriſtian faith 
was, and what Hegeſippus muſt have known 
it to be, we have only the ſpace of 4o, or 
perhaps 30 years for ſo great a change. 80 


} Lib. 3, cap. 32, p. 128. 
| | rapid 
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rapid at that particular period muſt have been 
that movement, which we find. by experience to 
be naturally one of the very ſloweſt in the 
whole ſyſtem of nature, viz. the revolution of 
opinians in great bodies of men“ . Can it 
then be thought probable that, conſider- 
ing the Jewiſh and Gentile chriſtians as 
one body, the generality of them, the „ ue 
ſhould have abandoned the doctrine of the 
ſimple humanity of Chriſt, in the time of 
Juſtin Martyr ? 


On the contrary, it is certainly not at all 
improbable that the mere learned and philo- 
ſophical of the chriſtians, beginning to be 
aſhamed of a crucified man for their ſaviour, 
and firmly believing the doctrine of the pre- 
exiſtence of all ſouls, and of their deſcent in- 
to human bodies, ſhould have begun to fancy 
that Chriſt muſt have had ſome origin ſupe- 
rior to that of other men; that this ſhould 
firſt of all produce the opinions of the Gno- 
ſtics, who thought that the Chriſt, who came 
down from heaven, was quite diſtin& from the 
man Jeſus, and felt nothing of his pains or 
ſorrows ; or that, theſe opinions being near- 
ly exploded, the generality of chriſtian teach- 


® This is a movement which I could eaſily ſhew Mr. Gibbon, 
that ho has not much ſtudied, thosgh it behoved him to 
have given the cloſeſt attention to it, preparatory to his 
account of the overthrow of paganiſm by the ſpread” of - 

chriſtianity. 
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ers, or biſhops (many of whom were educated 
in the Platonic ſchool at Alexandria) ſhould 
afterwards apply the Platonic doctrine of the 
Logos to the fame ſubject, and that by their 
influence, opinions leading to the deification of 
Chriſt ſhould gradually gain ground among the 
common. people. But this muſt have been a 
work of time, ſo that the majority of chriſt- 
ians could hardly have been infected with 


theſe principles ſo early as = time of Juſtin 
Martyr, 


The philoſophical chriſtians, however, being 
the only writers whoſe works are extant, it is 
eaſy to account for our knowing no more 
than we do of the common people and their 
opinions, and that we are obliged to collect 
what we do know concerning them from in- 
ridental circumſtances, as I have endeavoured 
to do. But theſe are often the leaſt ſuſpicious 
intimations of the real ſtate of things. By 
fuch circumſtances as theſe, the detail of which 
may be ſeen in my Hiftory, it will, I think, 
ſufficiently appear, that it was with great dif- 
ficulty that the generality of chriſtians were 
- reconciled to the doctrine of the deity of 
Chriſt, and that of a Trinity, in any form. 
As Tertullian expreſſes himſelf, they were at 
Arſt exceedingly ſcandalized at it, holding firm- 
ly to their juſtly favourite doctrine of the ſu- 
preme monarchy of the Father. This alſo ſuf- 
ficiently accounts for the great number of.fol- 

lowers, 
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lowers which eccleſiaſtical hiſtory gives to every 
perſon of learning who avowed the then popu- 
lar opinion, as Artemon, Noetus, Sabellius, 
Paulus Samoſatenſis, and Photinus. 


On the ſubject of this part of my accuſa- 
tion, which my critic ſays, is the greateſt that 
he has to bring againſt me, I now appeal ta 
the impartial reader ; whether, inſtead of prov- 
ing me to have miſrepreſented Juſtin Martyr, 
he has not miſrepreſented me, and alſo whe- 
ther I have not brought ſufficient evidence 
of the opinion I maintained, viz. that the doc- 
trine of the ſimple humanity of Chriſt was that 
which was moſt generally received in the time 
of Juſtin Martyr ; and of this I ſhall produce 
more evidence in the next ſection. 


C8: TIO NIV. 


Of the quotation from Euſebius ; and Tertullian's 
account of the antient Unitarians, more particu 
\ larly conſidered. 


e turn to Euſebius, and read the chap- 
cc ter with ſuch deliberation as befits an hiſto- 
f© rian writing on ſubjects of the greateſt im- 
ff portance, he will find that his charge of un- 
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Y criticiſer ſays , © If Dr, Prieſtley will 
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ce fairneſs (even if it be true) is not to be ap- 
cc plied to Euſebius, but to a more antient wri- 
ce ter, ftom whoſe book the tranſcript was made 
ce which has ſo highly offended Dr. Prieſtley.“ 


J have reperuſed this chapter of Euſebivs, 
and do not think it quite clear that he is quot- 
ing the work of any prior writer in the paſ- 
ſage that I have cited: for he. ſometimes only 
gives an account of the work, -and not always 
expreſs quotations from it; and he ſeems to 
me to inſert obſervations of his own in what he 
does quote from this anonymous writer; ſo that, 
upon the whole, I am of opinion (though I may 
be miſtaken) that Euſebius ſpeaks in his own 
perſon in what I have quoted from him. How- 
ever, .it is ſufficiently evident that he adopts 
the language, and makes himſelf anſwerable for 
it. Where then is the foundation for the tone 
in which the above remark is delivered? 


I acknowledge however, that I ſhould not have 

ſtopped at Juſtin Martyr, but have proceeded 
to mention the other authorities, quoted either 
by Euſebius, or his author, They are, how- 
ever, of no ſort of weight in the deciſion of 
the queſtion, and all of them that are extant 
I had conſidered in the courſe of my work. 
There is no mention of the divinity of Chriſt in 
the firſt and only authentic epiſtle of Clemens #; it 


In the ſecond ſection of this epiſtle we find the 
Phraſe the ſufferings of God ; but this is language ſo exceed- 
; being 
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being only found in the ſecond and undoubtedly 
. epiſtle, as I believe all the learned of 


this day conſider it. Euſebius himſelf ſays , 


te jt is not ſo generally received as the former, 
« nor do we know that the antients have quoted 


« jt,” He adds, that there were other later for- 


geries of writings in his name. 


Alfo, though in ſome pretty ancient hymns Chriſt 
might be mentioned as God, yet being poetical 
compoſitions, it is moſt probable that it was only 
in ſome figurative and qualified ſenſe, referring to 
the power and authority with which he was inveſt- 


ed by God, as Moſes is ſaid to have been a God 


to-Pharoah. As to the authority of Pliny, if he 
had been told that hymns were ſung by chriſtians 
in honour of Chriſt, being himſelf a heathen, he 
would naturally imagine that they were ſuch 
hymns as had been compoſed in honour of the 
heathen gods, who had been men. He would 
be far from concluding from that circumſtance, 
that Chrift was conſidered by his followers either 
as the ſupreme God, or as a pre-exiſtent ſpirit, the 
maker cf the world under God, 


But I wiſh to proceed to conſiderations of 
more importance relating to this paſſage of Eu- 


ingly ſhocking, and unſcriptural, that it is hardly poſſi- 
ple to think that it could be uſed by any writer ſo near 
to the time of the apoſtles; and Junius, who was far 
from having my objection to it, was of opinion that the 
Whole paſſage was much corrupted, and that, inſtead of 
TaInuale als i. e. dt, we ought to read na avluy. 

+ Eccles, Hiſt. Lib. 3, Cap. 38, p. 134. 
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ſebius, and to compare his account of the anti- 
quity of the chriſtian Unitarians, with their own 
account of themſelves, to ſee which is in itſelf the 
more probable, He, or his author, ſays *, that 
Theodotus, who was condemned by Victor, was 
the author and parent of that ſect; being the 
firſt who aſſerted that Chriſt was a mere man ; ; 
and theſe Unitarians are even charged with 
certainly knowing that this was the caſe, which 
is directly giving them the lie; and yet this 
aſſertion of Euſebius is undoubtedly falſe, as ap- 
pears on the full face of all eccleſiaſtical hiſ- 
tory, and, as I have ſaid, it may be proved from 
* himſelf, 


He cartainly knew that Tuſtin Martyr had not 
only mentioned Unitarians, but had treated them 
with much reſpect; and he ſpeaks & of the Ebi- 
onites as cotemporaries of Cerinthus, who ac- 
cording to himſelf, lived in the time of the apoftle 
John. By his own account, therefore, theſe Uni- 
tarians, who believed Chriſt to be a mere man, 
were cotemporary with the apoſtle John; who 
though greatly offended at hereſy, takes no notice 
of their opinion being one. Nothing, therefore, 
can be more contrary to truth or probability, 
than the account of the origin of the Unita- 
rians by Euſebius, or his author; and if I be 
effended at it, is it without a cauſe ? And how 


| . 
Lib. 5, Cap. 28, p. 252. 
$ Lib. 3, Cap. 27, 28, p. 121, &c. 
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can the Reviewer doubt of mycharge of unfairneſs 
againſt Euſebius, or his author, being true? As 
to the very early date of this anonymous. piece, 
ſee Lardner (Credibility, vol. 3, p. 30) who re- 
fers it to the year 212, 


Let us now conſider the account that cheſs 
Unitarians, according to Euſedius, gave of 
themſelves. They are ſaid to have affirmed with 
confidence, that the apoſtles taught their doc- 
trine, and that it was preſerved till the time 
of Victor, or Zephyrinus. What they actu- 
ally ſaid, we do not know, but it could hard- 
ly be that there had been no innovation what- 
ever in the doctrine concerning the perſon. of 
Chriſt before the time of Victor; becauſe the 
Gnoſtics are well known to have been a very 
numerous ſect, conſiſting of many branches; 
and before this time Juſtin Martyr and others 
had publiſhed their account of the perſoni- 
fication of the Logos. It is probable, there- 
fore that what they really maintained was, 
that their doctrine was that which was moſt 
generally received till that time; and this I 
think to be highly probable, it not EET 


According to all accounts, the doctrine of the 
ſimple humanity of Chriſt was held by the Jew- 
iſh chriſtians in the time of the apoſtles, I do 
'not find that any of them are ever expreſsly 
ſaid to have held any other doctrine, only ſome 


of them believed the miraculous conception. 
Athanaſius 
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Athanaſius clearly ſuppoſes none of them to have 
believed that Chriſt had any nature ſuperior to that 
of man; and he ſays that they brought the Gentiles, | 
meaning, no doubt, the generality of them, into 
the ſame opinion. This then may fairly be ſuppo- 
ſed to have heen the ſtate of things at the time 
that John wrote his firſt epiſtle, which was ahout 
the year 80, when it is plain from his own writ- 
ings there was no opinion among chriſtians that 
gave him any alarm, beſides that of the Gnoſtics. 


Taking it then for granted, that the doftrine 
of the ſimple humanity of Chriſt was nearly, 
at leaſt, univerſal in the year 80, is it at all pro- 
bable, that it could have ceafed to have been the 
prevailing doctrine before the time of Victor, 
about the year 200? Cauſes which tended to 
produce the opinion of the deity of Chriſt ope- 
rated, no doubt, very powerfully; but ſtill it 
cannot be thought probable, that they could 
have produced ſo great an effect in the ſpace of 
little more than one century. 


Another, 5 no inconſiderable argument in 
favour of the antiquity of the proper Unitarian 
doctrine among chriſtians, may be drawn from 
the rank and condition of thoſe who held it in 
the time of Tertullian, who lived about the time 
of Victor. He calls them fimplices et Idiotæ, that 
is, common or unlearned people, and ſuch perſons 
are certainly moſt likely to retain old opinions, 
and are always far leſs apt to innovate, than the 

learned; 
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learned; becauſe they are far leſs apt to ſpe- 
culate. Whenever we endeavour to trate the 
oldeſt opinions in any country, we always in- 
quire among the ista the common people; 
and if they believe one thing, and the learned 
another, we may conclude with certainty, that, 
which ever of them be true, or the more pro- 
bable, thoſe of the common people were the 
more ancient, and thoſe of the learned and ſpe- 
culative the more novel of the two, 


In molt caſes the more novel opinions are 
more likely to be true, conſidering the gradual 
fpread of knowledge, and the general prevalence 
of prejudice and error; but in ſome caſes the 
probability is on the ſide of the more antient 
opinions; and it is evidently ſo in this. The 
true doctrine concerning the perſon of Chriſt 
muſt be allowed to have been held by the apoſ- 
tles. They, no doubt, knew whether their ma- 
ſter was only a man like themſclves, or their ma- 
ker. Their immediate diſciples would receive 
and maintain the ſame doctrine that they held; 
and it muſt have been ſome time before any 
other could have been introduced, and have 
ſpread to any extent, and eſpecially before it 
could -have become the prevailing opinion, We 
naturally, therefore, look for the genuine doctrine 
of chriſtianity, concerning the perſon- of ' Chriſt, 
among thoſe who, from their condition and cir- 
cumſtances, were moſt likely to maintain the ed 

opinion, 
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opinion, rather than among thoſe who were moſt 
apt to receive a new one. Surely then we have 
a better chance of finding the truth on this ſub- 
ject among theſe Idiote, the common and un- 


learned people, than with ſuch men as Juſtin 


Martyr, who had been a heathen philoſopher, 
Irenæus, or any other of the learned and ſpecu- 
lative chriſtians of the ſame age. 
j | ; 
On the contrary, ſuppoſing the chriſtian reli. 
gion to have been gradually corrupted, and that, 
in a long courſe of time, the corrupt doctrine 
ſhould become the moſt prevalent among the 
common people, the reformation of it by the 
recovery of the genuine doctrine is naturally to 
be looked for among the learned and the in- 


quiſitive, who in all caſes will be the inno- 


vators. This is remarkably the caſe in the 
preſent ſtate of things. The common people 
in the Roman Catholic countries are bigots 


to the old eſtabliſhed faith, while the learned 


are moderate, and almoſt proteſtants. In pro- 
teſtant countries the common people ſtill adhere 
moſt ſtrongly to the doctrines of their anceſ- 
tors, or thoſe which prevailed about the time 
of the reformation, while the learned are every 
where receding farther from them; they being 
more inquiſitive, and more enlightened than 
the uninquiring vulgar. But ſtill, if any man 
ſhould propoſe ſimply to enquire what were 


the opinions moſt generally received in this 


Country a century ago (which was about the 
ſpace 
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ſpace that intervened between Victor and the time 
of the apoſtles) we ſhould think him very abſurd, 
if he ſhould look for them among the learned, 
rather than among the common people, We 
have experience enough of the difficulty with 
which the bulk of the common people are 
brought to relinquiſh the faith of their an» 
ceſtors. | , 


Is it, then, at all probable that when the 
doctrine of the ſimple humanity of Chriſt is 
acknowledged to have been held by the [diorz, 
or common people, and who are expreſsly ſaid 
to have been the greater part of the believers 
(major credentium pars) this ſhould not have 
been the general opinion a century before that 
time, but on the contrary that of the deity of 
Chriſt, which was held by Tertullian, and 
other learned chriſtians; and who ſpeak of the 
common people as being ſhocked (expaveſcunt ) 
at their doctrine? Sufficient cauſe may be aſ- 
ſigned why the learned in that age ſhould be 
inclined to adopt any opinion which would 
advance the perſonal dignity of their maſter, - 
and the ſame cauſes would produce the fame 
effect among the common people, but it would 
be more ſlowly, and require more time, as ap- 
pears to have been the fact. 


Let any perſon of common ſenſe then judge 
between theſe antient Unitarians, with reſpect 


ro 
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to the probable account of their origin and an- 
A tiquity, and Eufebius, or his author. 


That Lufabiea himſelf ſhould take ſo violent 
2 part as he always does againſt theſe antient 
Unitarians, is not difficult to be accounted for. 
He himſelf was ſtrongly ſuſpected of Arianiſm, 
at a time in which the Athanaſian doctrine was 
moſt prevalent, and though a learned man, he 


Pas not of the firmeſt tone of mind. In theſe ' 


circumſtances, he would naturally make the moſt 
of ſuch pretenſions to orthodoxy as he had, and 
would be inclined to ſhew his zeal by invectives 
againſt thoſe who were more heretical than 
himſelf. This we ſee illuſtrated every day. This 
was the cauſe why many of the reformers from 
popery joined with the papiſts in the perſecu- 
tion of thoſe who were deſirous of carrying 


the reformation a little farther than themſelves, 


This might, in ſome, meaſure contribute to 
produce. the zeal of the Calviniſts againft 
the Arminians, that of the Arminians againſt 
the Arians, that of the Arians againſt the So- 
cinians, and that of Socinus himſelf - againſt 
Francis David, 


SECTION 
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SECTION V. 


Of my being charged with advancing that Juſtin 
Martyr was the firſ® who ſtarted the notion 
of Chriſt's pre-exiſtence. 


\ NOTHER heavy charge advanced againſt 

'A me f, is, that I have aſſerted that © the no- 
* tion of the pre- exiſtence of Chriſt cannot be 
« traced any higher than Juſtin Martyr.” Now 
this is to all intents and purpoſes a miſ-quotation, 
that part of the ſentence which was neceſſary to 
give the true ſenſe of what is quoted being omit- 
ted, It muſt, therefore, neceſſarily miſlead the 
reader ; and independently of that, it is a mani- 
felt miſrepreſentation of my opinion, not only 


ſimply mentioned, but frequently urged, and en- 


larged upon in the courſe of the work. 


I have no where ſaid that ſimple pre-exiſtence 


was never aſcribed to Jeſus Chriſt before Juſtin 


Martyr, I muſt have been a child in eccleſi- 
aſtical hiſtory, and ſhamefully inconſiſtent with 
myſelf, if I had faid any ſuch thing. The 
doctrine of the pre-exiſtence was certainly that 
of the Gaoſtics in the time of the apoſtles them- 
ſelves, and is always repreſented by me as ſuch, 
What I ſay is that, © we find nothing like divi- 
* zity aſcribed to Chriſt before Juſtin Martyr ;” 


t P. 524. 


and 
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and though, in one particular ſentence, I men- 
- tioned pre-exiſtence, as what we cannot with cer- 
' tainty trace any higher, it is in conjunction with di- 
vinity and not Separately, as it is here exhibited. The 
whole ſentence is as follows: Whether Juſtin Mar- 
« tyr was the very firſt who ſtarted the notion of 
r the pre- exiſtence of Chriſt, and of his ſuper-an- 
. * gelic or divine nature, is not certain, but we 
are not able to trace it any higher T. Had the 
disjunctive or been uſed inſtead of and (which 
would have implied that neither the opinion of 
the divinity, nor that of the pre- exiſtenee of Chriſt, 
were prior to Juſtin) a reader of common ſenſe 
and candour would have ſeen that it muſt have 
been miſprinted. My reference. to both the opi- 
nions by the pronoun it, which is in the ſingular 
number, ſufficiently ſhews that, however impro- 
per and unguarded the expreſſion may happen 
to be, I could not really mean to conſider the 
two opinions ſeparately. 


But my criticiſer, inſtead of making any al- 
lowance for a caſual ungrammatical conſtruction, 
and of aſcertaining my meaning by comparing 
one expreſſion with another, has abſolutely tor- 
tured my language, in order to make me con- 
tradict myſelf; and has even employed more 

than one page out of ſix only of his own compo- 
ſing to confute an opinion of which my hiſtory 


t Vol. 1, p. 32. 
itſelf 
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ieſelf 23 a much fuller refutation. This conduct 


oficarrbaok, and much leſs in a- reviewer; © who: 
ſnouldo exhibit a fair: and impartial account ob 
the work before him. 8 


Ia another paſſage which this writer has not over 
looked, for he has quoted it p. 5 18, though with- 
out any particular notice, J have evidently conſi- 
dered Juſtin Martyr's idea of pre- exiſtence as 
one ſpecies of a genus.” It is as follows“ “ This 
<« riter even ſpeaks of his own opinion of the 
<<: pre: exiſtence of Chriſt (and he is. the firſt that 
«we certainly know to have maintained it on the 
t principles an which it wat generally received 
r wardts) às a doubtful one, and by no 
means a neceffary article of chriſtian, faith.“ 
Here I evidentlyt refer to hit idea of the per- 
ſoniſication of the Logos of the Father, which 
was à kind of 'pre-exiſtence quite” diſtinct from 
that of the Gnoftics; who preceded him. Let 
any one prove this opinion of the perſonifica- 


tion of the Logos to have been held by any 


perſon before Juſtin Martyr. If he can (and 
I have not expreſſed myſelf poſitively on the 
ſubject) he will ſtill be far from proving that 
it vas the doctrine of the apoſtles ; and whether 
the innovation took place a little earlier, or a 
little later, it will make no difference with re- 


you to my ee object. 


p. 17. 


E : As 


Amits of no apology even in a profeſſed anſwerer 
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As this miſ-repreſentation: affects one princi- 
pal part of the great outline of my work, I 
ſhall take this opportunity of drawing it more 
diſtinctly, for the benefit of my readers in 
general. | | 10.43: 


What 1 have maintained in my late Hiſtory 
of opinions concerning Chriſt, and what I do not 
find to have been much, if at all, inſiſted upon 
before, is, that the exaltation of the perſon of 
Jeſus Chriſt began with the Gnoſtics, who main- 
tained | the doctrine of the pre- exiſtence of all 
human ſouls, as independent created ſpirits, 


capable of animating human bodies. This error 


began in the time of the apoſtles, and is known 
to be referred to by John, When this notion 
was exploded, another, which I cannot trace 


any higher than Juſtin Martyr, was adopted, 


and this was the per ſoniſcation of the Lagos 
of the Father, which. was, @ thing quite diſtinct 
from the doctrine of the Gnoſtics, ſo that 
the patrons of each were continually combating 
one another. The pre- exiſtent ſpirits, or ons, 
of the Gnoſtics were ſuppoſed to have exiſted an 
indefinite time before the creation of the world; 
whereas the perſonification of the Logos was 
repreſented, by the firſt advocates of it, as a thing 
that took place immediately before that event, 


and with a view to it. The peculiar doctrine of 


Arius was, in my opinion, clearly ſubſequent 
to this; and it was after them all that the perſon- 
ification 
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ification of the Logos, being carried farther back, 


namely to all eternity, led to the preſent doctrine 
of the Trinity, conſiſting of three perſons in the 


Godhead, perfectly equal with reſpect to eterni- 


ty, and all divine attributes. 


- Inſtead. of Wy ag out to the view of the 
readers this great outline of the firſt part of my 
work, - on which alone he has deſcanted, my 
eritic charges me with aſſerting that the ſimple 
pre-exiſtence of Chriſt was not known before 
Juſtia Martyr 5 which ſhews that he never once 
formed a right conception of what he under- 
took to exhibit. | 


As to the epiſtles of Ignatius, I confider them 
all, the Jeſs, as well as the greater, as being 
either wholly ſpurious, or fo corrupted, as not to 
be quoted with ſafety ; and I am far from being 
original or r ſingular | in this opinion. 


Dr. Lardner, who thinks that the ſmaller epiſ- 
tles are in the main genuine, ſays f, If there be 
« only ſome few ſentiments and expreſſions 


« which ſeem inconſiſtent with the true age of 


ce Ignatius, it is more reaſonable to ſuppoſe them 
to be additions, than to reject the epiſtles 
cc themſelves entirely; eſpecially in this ſcarcity 
gp PE which we labour under. As the in- 


+ Credibility, 1 T, p. 154+ 
8 ce terpolations 
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er tetpolations of the larger epiſtles are plainly 
cc the work of fome Arian, fo even the ſmaller 
ct epfſtles may have bren tampered with by the 
* Arians, or the orthodox, or both, though 1 do 
e not affirm that there are in them any conſider- 


10 able corruptions or alterations. 
wo dd 4 250 


1 Blondel, and Daille, e decided 
that all the epiſtles are ſpurious; and Le Sueur, 
after giving an account of the whole matter, ſays 
that the laſt of them, viz. Mr. Daillé, has clearly 
proved that the firſt, or ſmall collection of Igna- 
tius's epiſtles, was forged about the beginning of 
the fourth century, or 200 years after the death 

of Ignatius, and that the ſecond, or larger col- 
lection, was made at che . of; .the ſixth 
e „ . 1 | 


Is this then an authority. to "be. 1 8581 ſo 
deciſively againſt me, as to be preceded by, 
« We will endeavour to anſwer r Dr. Prieſtley 
upon grounds leſs liable to MT Ry 


. *,-Sueur,, A: D. 107. N r u 2 

+ The reader will ally PR that theſe * 
ions on my work are very improperly called a. review. 
They are a profeſſed anſwer, and yet the writer does not 
ſo much as mention the arguments on which 1 1ay the great- 
elt ſtreſs. Can any thing be more evidently calculated tb 
| injure a work, and to miſlead the reader with reipect to it? 
It is pluming himſelf on the victory, before he has even 
ventured to make the 'attack ; having only as it were 
ſeirmiſned at a diſtance, and even that without gaining any 


real advan tage, 
( meaning 
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(meaning, than that of che hymns uſed by chriſt- 
dans in early times) by the poſitivẽ teſti- 
© mony; of writings which he will hardly aſſert 
cc were; penned after Toſtin Martyr f.“ I am 
not aſhamed” however to aſſert this after ſuch. 
reſpectable authorities as I have mentioned 
above; and I challenge this writer to prove 
that the - paſſage he has quoted from Ignatius 
was not penned after the time of Juſtin Martyr, 


If any paſſage in theſe epiſtles be ſpurious, 
I ſhould not heſitate to pronounce this to be 
one. Such language as fleſhly and ſpiritual, 
cc made and not made, God incarnate, real life 
ee in death, begotten of Mary and of God, in 
e One reſpect liable to ſuffering, and in another 
« incapable of it, ſavours ſtrongly of a much 
later age than that of Ignatius. It is nothing 
but controverſy that teaches ſuch definite and 

guarded language as this. It could not, I think 
EE the Arian controverſy; and this agrees 
very well with the date aſſigned to thoſe epiſtles 
by Mr. Daille, which is after the council of Nice, 
I-ſhould almoſt as ſoon think that Ignatius com- 
poſed the Athanaſian creed, as this quaint ſen- 
tence. They are much in the ſame ſtyle. My 
critic adds, ce there are other paſſages in the writ- 
« ings of this moſt antient father, which are 
* equally expreſſive of the two natures of Chriſt, 
e but we think this fully ſufficient to confute Dr. 
Mu Prieſtley” s aſſertion, without troubling the rea- 
te der with any more quotations.” | 

+ P. 524. 
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Ignatios not being quoted hy Euſebius, or his 
author, among antient autbbritiot for the doctt ine 
of the divinity of Chriſt, is alone a” ſufficient 
proof that no ſuch paſſage as this was to be 
found in the epiſtles of Ignatius in his time; If 
this writer did not know that the genuineneſs of 
theſe epiſtles of Ignatius was queſtioned, he 
Walt not to write on theſe ul and if he 


tion It, 


As to the paſſage which my critic quotes from 
Barnabas, he himſelf acknowledges (but in an 
ironical manner, unworthy of the ſeriouſneſs of 
the argument) that it may be explained in a ſenſe 
conſiſtent with the Socinian doctrine, as well as 
ſome paſſages of ſcripture. I, however, am a 
Socinian, and I ſcruple not to ſay, that, in my 
opinion, the interpretations of ſcripture which 
he ridicules are the only juſt and narural ones; 
but this is not a place for that argument. 


Ir is true that I have quoted the epiſtle of Bar- 
nabas without ſaying any thing about its au- 
thenticity. In reality, I do not know what to 
think of ir, and my critic muſt know that the 
genuineneſs of it has been much diſpured. The 
paſſage, however, which he quotes is from that 
part of it, of which we have only an old Latin 
verſion, and this he has not rightly tranſlated. It 
is die ante conſtilutionem ſeculi, which is not pro- 
perly befere the beginning of the world, but on rat 
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ety before it. Now the notion of the Father 
ſpeaking to the Son on the very day before the 
creation ſavours, I think, of a later age than that 
of Barnabas. Let any thing like this be produc- 
ed from the ſcriptures. If this be a plain, it is, I 
think; a ſuſpicious dvelaraties of the pre- exiſtence 
"_ Cbriſt. f 


r 
Of the doFrine of the miraculous conception, 


N expreſſing my "opinion concerning the 

prevalence of the doctrine of the ſimple 
humanity of Chriſt, I make a limitation, ſay- 
ing, © This language has all the appearance 
ce of an apology for an opinion contrary to 
ce the general and prevailing one; as that of 
ee the humanity of Chriſt (at leaſt with the 
te belief of the miraculous conception) pro- 
« bably was in his time.” This my criticiſer 
calls © a very great inconſiſtency,” * the Dr. 
he ſays, has no right to affert his at leaſt 
« with the belief of a miraculous conception. 
* The inſertion is intirely arbitrary, and thoſe 
c who know leſs of the author's character than 
ce we do, and may not have the ſame well 

rt grounded afſurance of his integrity, may 
FF r be led to imagine that he intro- 
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c duced thoſe words only to give ſome co- 
« Jourable, pretext * his n ee 2 
2:17 dt Dl 191] & 3 nig 1 (ET Wes nns 

In all that 1 der = of ee 
n T hardly recollect any inſtance” of 2 
more groundleſs and pet verſe miſreprefentation 
of a writer's obvious meaning than rhis, on 
which ſo loud an exclamation is founded. 
For what can be more evident than that I 
do not uſe theſe words as thoſe of Juſtin 
Martyr, but only as expreſſive of an opinion 
of my own, formed from all the circumſtan- 
ces put together. And certainly I .have a full 
right to introduce whatever clauſe I pleaſe in- 
to any ſentence of my oton, provided that, 
as in this caſe, T make myſelf only anſwer- 
able for the propriety of it. 


The reaſon why I was a to think that 
the doctrine of the miraculous conception was 
pretty generally received by the Ebionites in the 
time of Juſtin, was, that Irenæus paſſes no cen- 
ſure on any that believed that doctrine. But it 

may perhaps, with more probability be infer- 
red, that becauſe neither Juſtin Martyr nor Ire- 
næus ſpeak of any othet Ebionites than, thoſe 
who maintained that Chriſt was the proper ſon of 
Joſeph, the doctrine of the miraculous , concep- 
tion had not gained any ground even among 
them till a later period. I find no mention of 
two kinds of Ebionites before Origen, I re- 
peat it, however, as * real opinion, 15 
a rac 


that the doctrine of the humanity of!» Chriſt 
(at leaſt with the belief of the; miraculous; con- 


ception) was the, more general faith of aint 
ians in the time of Juſtin Martyr. Now let 
. thie reader judge what ogeaſion there was! for 
che ſeyere ſtrictures on this paſſage than L baye 
qudted above. In general, I. ; believe git is 
thought that I expreſs myſelf ſo as to be 
at leaſt. I endravour to doo ſo, 


ing den ſuch unaccountable cooſtruſtions 3 28 


pe: * dodrine of the do, — conception 
iel, it is not, in fact, of any, more conſequence 
to; the Socinian, than it is to the Arian or, the 
Athanaſian bypotheſis or it is no impedi- 
ment to the union of the Arian, or the. Atha- 
nafian, Logos, to the human nature of Chriſt, 
that his body was derived from Joſeph. For 
any thing that we can judge, a man produced 
in the natural way was juſt as proper for the 
reſidence. of this heavenly inhabitant, as, one 
made on purpoſe; and if it was fit that Chriſt 
ſhould: have a human nature at all, it may be 
ſuppoſed | to have been equally fit, that he 
ſhould bave a proper buman nature ; differing 
as little as poſſible from that of bis brethren, 
as we are called. There is, therefore, no 
more reaſon. why the Arians. or Athanaſians, 
ſhould be more attached to the belief of, the 


miraculous _ conception, than the Socinians. 
* The 
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The doctrine itſelf connects [equally well, or 
equally ill, wich any particular nn cone 
2 the” nature of CW n 
ober 1 u en bbzectten which affets the 
Arian hypotheſis only, that upon their ſcheme 
Thriſt is properly, and with reſpect to his 
perſon an Unique in the creation; there being no 
claſs or ſpecies of ſuch beings, at leaſt as far as we 
are informed of; a being created on purpoſe to 
be the maker of all' things' under God, 'or the 
medium of all his communications to man- 
kind, Whereas, upon the Socinian hypotheſis, 
Chriſt, with reſpe& to his perſon, is no proper 
Unique, though produced in 'a fſuper-natural 
way; becauſe, when produced, he was preciſely 
of the ſame claſ and rank with other men, who, 
in themſelves conſidered, were fully equal to him 
in all reſpects. Was Adam leſs properly a may, 
and an Unique, merely becauſe the manner of bis 
production was ſo? It is therefore a very unfair 
repreſentarion that the Reviewer gives of this bu- 
ſineſs in his note“. He might as well ſay that 
Enoch and Flijah were Uniques, becauſe there 
was ſomething peculiar in their manner of going 
out of the world, as that Chriſt was ſo, becauſe 
there 'was ſomething peculiar in his manner 
of coming into it, | 


Should 1 have any controverſy with a Jew, 
* ſhould not feel myſelf at all embarraſſed 
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with 
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with this circumſtance of the: miraculous concep- 
tion; as I ſhould not heſitate to follow the exam- _ 
ple of the-candid Juſtin Martyr with reſpe& to 
it; telling him, that he was at full liberty to 
think as he ſhould ſee reaſon to do on that 
ſubject; and that he might be as good a chriſtian 
as the Ebionites were before him, though he 
ſhould believe no more of the miraculous con- 
VER * they had done. 


S EC T'I ©. N VII. 


Miſcellaneous Articles. 
. 

F DO acknowledge that I have inadvertently 
made Victor the ſucceſſor of Zephyrinus, 
but it is certainly of little conſequence, and 
the miſtake may be rectified without any in- 
jury to my argument. I remember that the 
paſſage ſtood right when it was firſt printed, 
but was altered, I cannot recolle& how, or 
why, in the proof ſheet. Men of much buſi- 
neſs, and of a very little candour, will eaſily 
excuſe a flip of this kind. 


| IT. OE 

I alſo cannot now account for my ſaying 
that Hermas is not quoted by Irenzus, when 
it was a thing that I could not but have ob- 
ſerved, or read of. This, however, is of little 
moment. And, in fact, = miſtake is not fo 


great 


great as it ſeems to be. For Hermas is not 
quoted by name in Irenæus, and when all the 
circumſtances / are conſidered, I even think it 
may admit of ſome doubt whether the ſhort 
paſſage» that Irenæus does cite was intended 
by him for a quotation ſrom Hermas. The 
whole paſſage is as follows“, The ſcrip- 
ce ture therefore well ſays, In the firſt place 
c believe that there is one God, who created 
cc and eſtabliſhed all things, making them out 
cc of nothing; and that paſſage is found in 
the paſtor of Hermas, | but we have only a 
Latin tranſlation of Hermas, and therefore can- 
not be quite ſure that the words were the very 
ſame, and the -/en/ſe of them is certainly found 
in what is properly called tbe ſcripture; and 
Ido not know that Irenæus ever quotes any 
other book by this title except thoſe which 
we now characterize in that manner. He quotes 
no other author, 1; believe, without either his 
name, or ſome title, or circumſtance, ſufficient- 
Iy deſcriptive of him. However, I do not in- 
ſiſt van this, and ſhall correct the paſſage. 


T ertullian ſays of this work of Hermds 6 
ab omni concilio Ecclefiarum inter apocrypba et falſa 
judicatur. It is rejected as * Pt all ue 
councils of. the Fare | | 


With reſpect to the 1%, the Rerigwet ſays, 1 
0 why ſhould it be doubted that there were 


- Lib. 4» cap. 37, p. 330. Lib, 2, Mand. 1. 
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..<£ De Pudicitia cap. 10, p. 563. t P. 521, 
e heretics 
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te heretics in the time of Epiphanius h, re- 
c« jected the goſpel of St. John? Were there not 
cc heretics in his day, and long before, who re- 
c« jected other books of the New Teſtament ? 
Dr. Prieſtley's conjecture will not be, eaſily 
admitted. The contrary ſuppoſition, is na- 
ce tural. 4 Aen. and it has the hoppers. of 
9 [hiſtory too.” YMBORKYTYF ©: el gfe 

I aſk, of what hiſtory befare, * wk fa, 
beſides, that of Epiphanius. It is ſufficiently 
evident that there could not have been any 
who rejected all the writings of John before 
the time of Euſebius, who ,confiders very par- 
ticularl the objections that had been rnade to 
the genuineneſs of the other; books; and that 
the ſame; Alogi ſhould reject theſe books af- 
ter the time of Euſebius, and dot before, is 
highly improbable. Epiphanius himſelf, aſeribes 
chis rejection to the Alogi in general, and not 
to thoſe of his time only ; and he; ſuppoſes 
the hereſy of the Alogi to have been. an old 
one, of Wich a * Theodotus was - 4 
branch. 5 bol ; 


As to the teſtimony of Epiphanius, eſpeci- 
ally concerning thoſe againſt whom he writes 
with ſo much inveteracy, I own it weighs no 
more with me than it did with Le Clerc, whoſe 
opinion of this writer may be ſeen in his ec- 
cleſiaſtical 
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eleſiaſtieal hiſtory +. - He is certainly the leaſt 
0 2 r 1. G 


Tue Reviewer adds, « was hays. not a mo- 
« dern diſciple of Artemon who rejected, if 
* not the whole of St. John's goſpel, yet the 
introduction to it? It is but proceeding a 


0 ſtep farther to pronounce the whole to be 


« ſpurious.” 


Though a Socinian myſelf, I do not hold 


myſelf obliged to defend what has been ad- 
vanced by any other Socinian. Like men who 


think for themſelves we differ as much as others 


cho go by the ſame common name. But cer- 


tainly this cenſure is illiberal and unjuſt. On 
what grounds, S. Crellius rejected the intro- 
duction of St. John, I cannot tell. His grand - 
father, the famous John Crellius, did not. But 
it has always been deemed a ſufficient objec- 
tion to the genuineneſs of any writing, that it 
contains opinions which, from other evidence, 
appear not to have been thoſe of the age in 
which it was ſuppoſed to have been written. 
So far am I from rejecting this introduction, 
that I think it inexplicable except upon So- 
cinian principles. However, between rejecting 


this introduction, and rejecting the ole geſpel, 
there are many more ſteps, or a much larger 
ſtep, than my Reviewer ſeems to imagine. 


1 A. D. 103. 


hope 
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hope, this writer did not mean > lain: cha? | 
Socinians in general make fo little account of 
the goſpels, or any part of them, that there 
is but a: ſmall ſtep between them and unbe- 
— ner he may be fo un- 
ene Wt 


r We v7 tet Aa x 


H 1 5 150 I preſented my readers with 

a fair and candid ſtate of the charges 

which have been brought againſt my Hiftory 
of the Corruptions of Chriſtianity ; and I think I 
have made it appear, that alt the real overſights 
are of very little conſequence, and may be eafily 
rectified without the leaſt injury to my argu- 
ment in any one place, I therefore leave it with 
myreaders to determine whether there was any juſt 
cauſe for ſuch vehement exclamation as that with 
which the critic begins his remarks. When 
« we review the paſſages we have now tranſcribed, 
« we are equally grieved and aſtoniſhed. © Peri- 
© culoſum eft in Limine offendere | We are grieved 
« to ſee a writer of Dr. Prieſtley's eminence, 
c and who hath long ftood very high, even in 
c the opinion of his enemies, for integrity of 
« character, laying himſelf ſo open to the charge 
« of perverſion and miſ-repreſentation. We are 
« aftoniſhed at his raſhneſs, though we know 
that great zeal doth not always liſten to the 


* more ſcrupulous dictates of prudence. But 
common 
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e common ſenſe ſhould: ar leaſt teach it to pre- 
g ſerve à decent appearance; and in matters 
ct that fall within the circle of hiſtory, and where 
© mention can have no play, a writer ſhould 
cg be dareful not to give his enemies cauſe for 
* exultation by poſitive aſſertions, which are not 
- © only without proof, but in direct oppoſition to 
it. We hope that Dr. Prieſtley will not think 
ce that e are become his enemies for ſpeaking 
< the truth. He is the laſt perſon that can with 
any grace, complain. of a freedom of this ſorts, 
ec .He:often invites it with an eargeſtgeſs which 
« ſhews that he is not afraid of it. We rely on 
« his candour for the freedom. we, now. take with, 
re him; and if. that ſhould prove to. be leſs in 
cc, ; power than it is in form. (which, however — 
«* do not think will be the caſe) we ſhall reſt 
« ſatisſied with the integrity of our. own .mo-, 
& tives. Such an attempt to alarm the public, 


and prejudice the mi 
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ought reh to wy had ſome beter . 
1 

As to his. writer's en 1 do nat call it in 
queſtion ;. but am very willing to account for 
his miſtakes and miſ- repreſentations on princi- 
ples ſimilar to thoſe on which, with ſome de- 
gree of candor, he accounts for what he ſuppo- 
ſed to be mine. Every effect muſt have an ad- 
equate cauſe, and I cannot account for this wrt 
ter's very ſevere and highly unjuſt treatment of 
book without ſuppoſing that he looked in- 


to it (from what cauſe I cannot divine) with 
F a very 


- 
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& very eager deſire to find fault with it, and 
to expoſe it. A good natured critie might 
have pointed out the ſame overſights, andi have 
ſhewn how they might be corrected without 
any real injury to the work. | 


It is not bolt; in 4 work of ſich . 
the materials for which were neceſſarily col- 
lected at different times, to put tie whole to- 
gether (when ſome of the facts, and the evidence 
of them muſt have been in part obliterated 
from the mind) without making inconſiderable 
miſtakes. No firſt edition of any large hiſtorical 
work was ever free from them. All theſe 1 
mall be as ſolicitous to rectify as any per- 
ſon can be to find them out; and every inti- 
mation of this kind I thall willingly receive; 
whether it comes from ' friend or 4 foe. | 


I have already drawn out a liſt of ſet Cor- 
refions and Adgitions as I think of any con- 
ſequence; and if there be another edition of the 
Work, I may perhaps alter the conſtruction of 
ſome other paſſages which readers of the ſame turn 
with this Reviewer may miſunderſtand. But 
I carinot pretend to write for ſuch readets, 
It would be giving a great deal of time to 
very little purpoſe, and after all might not 
be effeftual ; for it is no uncommon thing to 
labour ſtyle into obſcurity: I write for the 
bulk of PL who have ſome candour as 
well as good ſenſe, We do not in this coun- 
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try build our houſes ſo as to have nothing to 
fear from hurricanes or earthquakes.” It is 
enough to guard them more common 
accidents. | 


This Hier of the Corruptions of Chriſtianity 
is a work that I have long had in view, 1 
conſider it as the moſt .uſefu!, and therefore I 
wiſh to make it the moſt correct of all my 
publications. Nothing ſhall be wanting on my 
part to make it ſo, and I hope my enemies 
will not be wanting on theirs. My odject, I 
truſt, is trutb. I ſhall purſue it with fairneſs, 
and without fear of conſequences, and I -ſhall 


conſider every man as acting with me who ſhall 


aid me in the purfuit. Oppoſition is what I al- 
ways expected, and in reality do not diſlike. In- 
deed no perſon ought to ſtep into the great am- 
Phitheatre of the public, who is not willing to 


take his chance for all accidents (for treatment 


fair and unfair) and who is not prepared to meet 
them. Few perſons have been more diſciplined 


in this way than myſelf, and therefore I muſt be 


made of bad materials indeed, if I be not better 
prepared than moſt others for all theſe events. 
It will be happy if the diſcipline of this life in 


general prepare me as well for the exerciſes of 
another. 17111 


It may une ſome of my readers to be in- 


Fi. that, excepting a. OL verſes prefixed 


Rd Peter Annet s ſhort han Written when I was 


A a ſchool 
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a ſchool boy, my firſt:efſay for the preſs-was an 
article in the Monthly Review ; ſo that when 
I was twenty I was placed upon the bench, and 
now at fiſty I ſtand at the bar, and ſometimes 
perhaps before ſuch, judges as I myſelf then 
was. From this awful tribunal, though my real 
merit has been nearly the ſame, I have ſome- 
times received the moſt virulent cenſure, and 
at others the greateſt applauſe, when I have 
been conſcious to myſelf that I have not been 
entitled to either. But undue praiſe may ſerve; 
to counterbalance undue e 

„n - £1607 
As to my literary 8 I can truly ſay 
that, little as it may be, it is quite ſufficient 
to content me, and it ought to be. ſo, for it 
is, ſomething more than I deſerve. I can pre- 
tend to no ſuch ſuperior qualifications as my 
preſent critic, whether in earneſt or not, has 
thought proper * to aſcribe to me. Succeſs in 
ſuch purſuits as I have been engaged in, I 


well know, requires no great extent of men- 


tal power, but God has been pleaſed to give 
me an. active, and I hope an honeſt mind; 
and when a man is always buſily ſeeking, with 
his eyes fairly open, and eſpecially in places 
where others are afraid to go, he will ſomes | 
times find things worth looking for, and that 
had eſcaped more timid reſearchers. 
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It has pleaſed God, in the courſe of his pros 
vidence; to open my own eyes, after having 
been educated in all the gloom and darkneſs 
of Calviniſm, and I am determined (in conjunc- 
tion with my philoſophical reſearches) to do all 
that I can to open the eyes of others. With 
this object in view, I am ready, with the apoſtle, 
to go through evil report as well as good report; 
and whatever of active life may remain to me, 
I am reſolved: to make the moſt of it; there 
being, as the ſaying is, reſt enough in the grave. 
I have no higher wiſh with reſpect to this life, 
than to live and die in the various purſuits 
in which F am now engaged; and I hope to 
riſe to a ſcene of equal activity, and of equal - 
ly pleaſurable and uſeful purſuits, in a future 
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